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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see pages 12-14 of the Remarks/Arguments, filed on July 7, 
2004, with respect to the rejection of claims 1-14, 17-20, 23-26, 29-32 and 35-44 as being 
anticipated under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) by Klosterman (USPN 5,550,576) have been fully 
considered and (although the examiner does not necessarily completely agree) are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Klosterman 
(USPN 5,550,576), in view of Iwamura (USPN 5,883,621). 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 14-15, with respect to the rejection of claims 15-16 and 
27-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious oyer Klosterman (USPN 5,550,576), in view of 
Tsumori (USPN 5,438,372) have been fully considered and (although the examiner does not 
necessarily completely agree) are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Klosterman (USPN 5,550,576), in view of Iwamura (USPN 
5,883,621), in further view of Tsumori (USPN 5,438,372). 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 14-15, with respect to the rejection of claims 21-22 and 
33-34 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being obvious over Klosterman (USPN 5,550,576), in view of 
Iwamura (USPN 5,883,621) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding claims 21-22 and 33-34, as well as all of the other claims previously described 
above (1-20, 23-32 and 35-44), the Applicant argues that. "Iwamura does not make up for the 
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defects of Klosterman since... Iwamura discloses a method and apparatus for providing a device 
control with a topology map (representing interconnections between network device[s]) in a 
digital network.' 5 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant because in addition 
to the Iwamura patent disclosing a method and apparatus for providing a device control with a 
topology map (representing interconnections between network device[s]) in a digital network, 
the Imamura patent further discloses determining which of the devices are tuning sources based 
on information from a device registry of the network as described in col. 5, line 33 - col. 6, line 
1 8, where a device identification process is preformed which involves sending commands to all 
the nodes and inquiring as to their respective device types, furthermore, device type information 
may be stored in and returned from a configuration ROM associated with each node (or "device 
registry 55 )... as is known in the art, and as the responses are received, the device name column of 
table 500 is filled in appropriately as shown in Fig. 5. In addition to, the Applicant defines 
"tuning sources 5 ' as a television, VCR, DVD or the like, as described on page 12 of the 
Remarks/Arguments section, and in the Applicant's Specification on pages 6-7, for example. 
Therefore, the claimed "tuning sources' 5 are met by the DVD players, VCRs, televisions, etc. as 
described in both the Klosterman and Iwamura references as described above and in the 
rejections below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-1 4 5 17-26 and 29-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Klosterman (USPN 5,550,576), in view of Iwamura (USPN 5,883,621). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Klosterman discloses coordinating schedule guide information 
received from multiple sources and mixes and sorts it into a desired order (column 2, lines 1 1- 
31), which meets the limitation on generating program guide data for programming information 
available from a first device coupled to the information handling system; monitoring for the 
presence of additional devices coupled to the information handling system via a network. 

Klosterman discloses any medium capable of transmitting a signal can transmit 
information to the user (column 2, line 65-column 3, line 9). Klosterman discloses in order to 
track which channels are available from which source, a source identifier is located on each 
channel such as in a color coding the cable box channel in one color and coloring the channels 
from the IRD box in another color (column 7, lines 1-18). Klosterman discloses the service 
providers transmit guides to the receiver and the service provider can be satellite, cable, etc. 
(column 4, lines 45-62). Klosterman discloses when creating the merged television guide, a 
channel map is created which identifies multiple sources and identifies the source such as local 
and DBS source (column 3, lines 28-47), which meets the limitation on identifying at least one 
device coupled to the information handling system; the creation of the merged guide necessitates 
involving a determination of device capability and would meet the limitation on determining 
whether the device is capable of providing programming material...; and in the event the 
identified device is determined to be capable of providing programming material, adding access 
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to such program source via the device to the program guide. The local broadcast or the DBS 
broadcast with the guide reads on the guide generated for the first device. The DBS broadcast or 
the local broadcast reads on the identified device, depending on what the first device is the 
identified device is whatever the first device is not (i.e. first device=DBS, identified device=local 
broadcast). Klosterman does not explicitly disclose the claimed determining whether the device 
is capable of providing programming material based on information from a device registry of the 
network . However, the Imamura patent teaches determining which of the devices are tuning 
sources based on information from a device registry of the network as described in col. 5. line 33 
- col. 6, line 18 ; where a device identification process is preformed which involves sending 
commands to all the nodes and inquiring as to their respective device types, furthermore, device 
type information may be stored in and returned from a configuration ROM associated with each 
node (or "device registry")... as is known in the art, and as the responses are received, the device 
name column of table 500 is filled in appropriately as shown in Fig. 5. In addition to, the 
Applicant defines "tuning sources' 5 as a television, VCR, DVD or the like, as described on page 
12 of the Remarks/Arguments section, and in the Applicant's Specification on pages 6-7, for 
example. Therefore, the claimed "tuning sources" are met by the DVD players, VCRs, 
televisions, etc. as described in both the Klosterman and Iwamura references. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the method and 
apparatus for merging television program schedule information received from multiple television 
schedule information sources of Klosterman with the additional teachings of determining which 
of the devices are tuning sources based on information from a device registry of the network as 
disclosed in the Imamura reference for the advantage of storing the configuration of the system 
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sources in a registry in order to maintain and use proper information on the sources connected to 
the information handling system. 

Regarding claims 12 and 20, Klosterman discloses the user can scroll a cursor onto a 
program on the grid guide and press the enter key on the remote control causing the system to 
tune to the program (column 7, lines 19-64, figures 2-3). Klosterman discloses when the user 
selects a non-DBS channel from the guide, the IRD for the satellite switches the IRD to the local 
cable to the receiver the system then tunes to the appropriate channel (column 3, lines 33-37), 
which meets the limitation on enabling control of the device via the program guide and tuning to 
the program. 

Regarding claim 1 3, Klosterman discloses in the event that there are two channels that 
are the same, but from different sources such as cable and DBS, an overlap may occur such that 
the same channels may occur from the different sources; the channels may be arranged by 
numerical order alphabetical order, order with source, mixed order programmed by the user, or 
in any other arrangement (column 6, lines 34-48). The same channel occurring from different 
sources meets the limitation on a conflict; the display of both channels of ABC from different 
sources meets the limitation on a virtual channel; if there is not a duplicate channel the single 
channel is displayed, which meets the limitation on otherwise mapping the channel of the 
identified device to an actual channel of the program guide. 

Regarding claim 14, Klosterman discloses when the user selects a non-DBS channel from 
the guide, the IRD for the satellite switches the IRD to the local cable to the receiver the system 
then tunes to the appropriate channel (column 3, lines 33-37). Klosterman discloses the user can 
scroll a cursor onto a program on the grid guide and press the enter key on the remote control 
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causing the system to tune to the program (column 7, lines 19-64, figures 2-3), which meets the 
limitation on displaying a program received from the identified device on a display coupled to 
the information handling system. 

Regarding claim 1 7, Klosterman discloses the television schedule data may be provided 
with the signal transmitted from the service provider such as the schedule for DBS programming, 
cable, antenna, etc, (column 4, lines 46-62); the schedule data transmitted with the signal reads 
on device information and the transmitting source of schedule data reads on a registry network 
which meets the limitation on obtaining device information from a registry of a network. The 
claimed step of obtaining device information from a registry of the network is more specifically 
met by the Iwamura reference as described above in claim 1 1 . 

" Regarding claim 1 8, Klosterman discloses the television schedule data may be provided 
with the signal transmitted from the service provider such as the schedule for DBS programming, 
cable, antenna, etc. (column 4, lines 46-62); the schedule data transmitted with the signal reads 
on device information and the transmitting source of schedule data reads on a registry network 
which meets the limitation on obtaining device information from a registry of a network. The 
claimed step of obtaining device information from a registry of the network is more specifically 
met by the Iwamura reference as described above in claim 11. 

Regarding claim 19, Klosterman discloses the system receives information from at least 
two separate sources (column 3, lines 2-5). Klosterman shows (figures la-lb) that there can be 
more than two sources, cable box, IRD box, and other inputs, which meets the limitation on 
continuing the method with the identifying step for additional devices that may be available to 
the network. 
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Regarding claims 21-22 and 33-34, Klosterman strongly suggests monitoring for the 
presence of an additional device and notifying the information handling system of the presence 
of additional devices by showing more than two different devices coupled to the coordinator 
(figures la-Id) and by stating that at least two separate sources (column 3, lines 2-5); the 
independent claims states a first device and identifying at least one device coupled to the 
network. Klosterman fails to disclose searching for the presence of additional devices and 
noti fying the information handling system of the presence of additional devices. Iwamura 
discloses in the self-identification, every time a new device joins the network, a reset signal is 
sent that clears the topology information (column 4, line 55-column 5, line 5). Iwamura 
discloses the self-identification process stores states of the ports in the IRD 1 00 (information 
handling system) (column 5, line 34-column 6, line 18, figures 3, 5, 6), which meets the 
limitation on monitoring the presence of an additional device and notifying the information 
handling system of the presence of additional devices. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify Klosterman to include searching for the presence 
of additional devices and notifying the information handling system as taught by Iwamura in 
order to be aware of the connection states of the devices in order to properly utilize 
communication between devices. 

Regarding claims 23-26. 29-32, the limitations in claims 23-26 and 29-32 have been met 
by the rejection of claims 11-14 and 17-20 respectively. 
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Regarding claim 1, Klosterman discloses a CPU 36 (column 4, lines 17-30), which meets 
the limitation on a processor for executing a program of instructions on the information handling 
system. 

Klosterman discloses a RAM 38 within the coordinator (column 7, lines 30-34). 
Klosterman discloses the coordinator finds and sorts the program guide information and the 
program guide information can be available from all or several of available sources (column 4, 
line 63-column 5, line 12). Klosterman discloses the IRD (integrated receiver decoder) receives 
signals and can display program information (column 3, lines 27-47), which meets the limitation 
on a processor for executing instructions, a memory coupled to the processor for storing program 
of instructions to be executed and presenting program guide stored in the memory and 
communicate with a device coupled to the network such that information encoded in a signal 
made available by the device is received and processed by the system. 

Klosterman discloses any medium capable of transmitting a signal can transmit 
information to the user (column 2 5 line 65-column 3, line 9). Klosterman discloses in order to 
track which channels are available from which source, a source identifier is located on each 
channel such as in a color coding the cable box channel in one color and coloring the channels 
from the IRD box in another color (column 7, lines 1-18). Klosterman discloses the service 
providers transmit guides to the receiver and the service provider can be satellite, cable, etc. 
(column 4, lines 45-62). Klosterman discloses when creating the merged television guide, a 
channel map is created which identifies multiple sources and identifies the source such as local 
and DBS source (column 3, lines 28-47), which meets the limitation on wherein the program of 
instructions, when executed is capable of permitting a search for devices coupled to the network, 
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identifying the devices coupled to the network, determining which of the devices are tuning 
sources..., and adding those devices determined to be tuning sources to the electronic program 

* 

guide as available tuning sources. Klosterman does not explicitly disclose the claimed 
determining which of the devices are tuning sources based on information from a device registry 
of the network . However, the Imamura patent teaches determining which of the devices are 
tuning sources based on information from a device registry of the network as described in col. 5, 
line 33 - col. 6, line 1 8, where a device identification process is preformed which involves 
sending commands to all the nodes and inquiring as to their respective device types, furthermore, 
device type information may be stored in and returned from a configuration ROM associated 
with each node (or "device registry")... as is known in the art, and as the responses are received, 
the device name column of table 500 is filled in appropriately as shown in Fig. 5. In addition to, 
the Applicant defines "tuning sources" as a television, VCR, DVD or the like, as described on 
page 12 of the Remarks/Arguments section, and in the Applicant's Specification on pages 6-7, 
for example. Therefore, the claimed "tuning sources" are met by the DVD players, VCRs, 
televisions, etc. as described in both the Klosterman and Iwamura references. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the method and 
apparatus for merging television program schedule information received from multiple television 
schedule information sources of Klosterman with the additional teachings of determining which 
of the devices are tuning sources based on information from a device registry of the network as 
disclosed in the Imamura reference for the advantage of storing the configuration of the system 
sources in a registry in order to maintain and use proper information on the sources connected to 
the information handling system. 
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Regarding claim 2 ; Klosterman discloses in each of the embodiments a television 
displays a program guide (figures 1 a- 1 d, column 2 3 lines 23-31, column 6, lines 15-33). which 
meets the limitation on a displayed coupled to the information handling system for displaying the 
program guide. 

Regarding claim 3, Klosterman discloses in each of the embodiments a television 
displays a program guide (figures 1 a- 1 d, column 2, lines 23-31, column 6, lines 15-33). 
Klosterman discloses the IRD (integrated receiver decoder) receives signals and can display 
program information (column 3, lines 27-47). Klosterman discloses the schedule information is 
added to the transmitted signal (column 4, lines 46-63), which meets the limitation on a display 
coupled to the information handling system for displaying the information encoded in a signal 
made available by the device. 

Regarding claim 4, Klosterman discloses the grid guide uses a lineup of channels from 
different sources (column 6, lines 34-50). Klosterman discloses the guide includes source 
identifiers (column 7, lines 1-18). Klosterman discloses the user uses the remote control and 
scrolls to the program on the guide and selects the program, the coordinator tunes to the 
appropriate source if the source is different from the source currently being viewed (column 7, 
lines 39-64; column 8, lines 9-40), which meets the limitation on provide content to the display 
via the information handling system are incorporated into the program guide such that the device 
may be utilized by the information handling system. 

Regarding claim 5, Klosterman discloses the grid guide channels can be arranged by 
alphabetical order, source, mixed order programmed by the user, or any other arrangement 
(column 6, lines 34-48), which meets the limitation on the availability of the device is capable of 
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being incorporated into the program guide such that content from the device may be accessed via 
a distinct channel of the program guide. 

Regarding claims 6-10, the limitations in claims 6-10 have been met in the rejection of 
claims 1-5 respectively. 

Regarding claims 35-37, the limitations in claims 35-37 have been met in the rejection of 
claim 13 respectively. 

Regarding claims 38-40, the limitations in claims 38-40 have been met in the rejection of 
claim 13 respectively. 

Regarding claim 41, the limitations in claim 41 have been met in the rejection of claims 1 
and 1 1 respectively. 

Regarding claims 42-44, the limitations in claims 42-44 have been met in the rejection of 
claim 13 respectively. 

4. Claims 15-16 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klosterman, in view of Iwamura, in further view of Tsumori (USPN 5,438,372). 

Regarding claims 15-16, Klosterman and Iwamura fail to disclose simultaneously 
receiving and displaying programs from the first device and the identified device. Tsumori 
discloses a satellite tuner referred to as a BS tuner (column 1, lines 29-31). Tsumori discloses a 
picture in picture system that displays a terrestrial broadcast on the mini-viewing screen and the 
BS broadcast on the main screen (column 10, lines 32-52), which meets the limitation on 
simultaneously receiving and displaying programs from a first device and identified device. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to modify Klosterman and Ivvamura to have a picture in picture show programming 
from one source in the smaller display and programming from another source on the main 
display as taught by Tsumori in order to show the user what is being broadcasted on a different 
channel. 

Regarding claims 27-28, the limitations in claims 27-28 have been met in the rejection of 
claims 15-16 respectively. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

' A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/408,924 
Art Unit: 2614 



Page 14 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael W. Hoye whose telephone number is 571-272-7346. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller, can be reached at 571-272-7353. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee payments, 
Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) 
and 5.2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered by other delivery services (Federal 
Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, Purolater, etc.) as follows:. 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, V A 22314 

Some correspondence may be submitted electronically. See the Office's Internet Web site 
http:/Avww. uspto.gov for additional information. 

Or faxed to: 571-273-8300 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window at 
the address listed above. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to customer service whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael W. Hoye 
November 8, 2005 
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